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The  public  are  apprized  of  the  Fact,  that  in  many  of  the  States  of 
this  Union,  resolutions  have  been  adopted  by  large  and  respectable  asso- 
ciations of  citizens  to  leave  no  effort  untried  to  place  the  Bible  in  the 
possession  of  those  families  who  may  be  destitute  of  this  best  of  Books, 
and  anxious  to  receive  it.  Such  a  resolution  was  lately  passed  at  a  nu- 
merous meeting  held  in  Baltimore ;  it  was  cordially  responded  by  the 
Young-  Men's  Bible  Society  of  this  city,  the  members  of  which  deserve 
the  thanks  of  our  community  for  their  past  exertions  in  this  good  cause, 
and  for  the  decision  with  which  they  have  pledged  themselves  in  refer- 
ence to  this  specifick  undertaking.  It  stands  recorded  on  their  minutes, 
that  they  are  now  banded  together  to  attempt,  by  the  blessing  of  God, 
and  the  co-operation  of  their  fellow  citizens,  the  complete  supply  of  this 
county  with  the  Scriptures, — they  determined  to  commence  their  under- 
taking at  home,  to  investigate  thoroughly  the  wants  within  the  limits  of 
this  corporation.  With  this  view,  ward  committees  were  appointed  to 
make  the  requisite  inquiries.  It  was  to  have  been  expected  that  these 
gentlemen  would  have  met  with  the  same  reception  here,  which  similar 
committees  have  experienced  elsewhere  ;  that  if  they  were  not  welcom- 
ed with  kindness  and  animated  in  their  undertaking,  they  would  at  least 
have  been  treated  with  that  civility  which  self-respect  will  invariably 
ensure.  Nor  would  we  intimate  that  the  reverse  has  been  the  fact,  ex- 
cept in  a  few  insulated  cases,  which  carried  their  own  explanation  with 
them,  and  which  we  are  more  disposed  to  pity  and  conceal  thaft  uphold 
for  honest  indignation.  The  conduct  of  individuals  in  private  life  comes 
not  within  the' range  of  observation  proposed  by  a  Reviewer.  But  when 
a  man,  who  occupies  an  official  station,  undertakes  to  interfere  with  and 
frustrate  efforts  which  experience  has  proved  to  be  happy  in  their  influ- 
ence, in  proportion  to  their  success,  we  hold  him  responsible,  and  have 
no  hesitation  in  exposing  his  course,  and  neutralizing  his  unfortunate 
errors-  To  this  unpleasant  task  we  feel  ourselves  called,  in  reference  to 
the  official  acts  of  the  Rector  who  is  named  at  the  head  of  this  article, 
as  the  opponent  of  the  interesting  association  which  we  have  already  in- 
troduced to  the  notice  of  our  readers. 

The  plausible  lectures  delivered  by  this  Rev'd  gentleman  during  the 
past  year,  had  well  nigh  quieted  the  minds  of  his  Protestant  neighbors ; 
they  "began  to  suspect  that  the  Roman  Church  had  been  much  misrepre- 
sented, or  was  becoming  much  reformed,  either  of  which  they  would 
gladly  find  to  be  true.  It  was  announced  to  them  that  the  doctrines  of 
supererogation  and  indulgences,  were  no  part  of  the  belief  of  that 
Church  ;  that  the  Priest's  power  of  remitting  sins  was  only  declarative, 
and  founded  on  presumption  of  true  repentance ;  that  the  adoration  of 
images,  the  invocation  of  Saints,  the  superstitious  veneration  of  relicks, 
were  discountenanced  and  forbidden,  and  that  the  Laity  were  at  liberty 
to  read  the  word  of  God.  We  confess  however,  that  we  did  not  credit 
all  in  relation  to  these  and  other  points  of  the  same  character,  which 
from  time  to  time  was  reported  to  us,    We  knew  full  well  what  the 
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Ghurch  of  Home  once  held,  and  as  it  is  a  fundamental  principle  avowed 
by  her  rulers,  that  she  never  changes,  the  rumours  alluded  to  were  im- 
puted by  us  to  some  misapprehension  on  the  part  of  his  hearers,  or  they 
were  regarded  as  the  peculuuilies  of  the  Rev.  Lecturer ;  and  if  so,  we 
hoped  that  so  long  as  he  presided  over  the  congregation  in  this  city,  he 
would  furnish  no  cause  of  offence  which  would  call  upon  us  for  notice 
or  correction.    We  are  however  under  the  necessity  of  confessing  that 
the  Lecture  which  he  delivered  on  the  afternoon  of  the  10th  of  Februa- 
ry has  dashed  our  hopes  and  disappointed  the  expectations  of  the  chari- 
table among  the  different  Protestant  Communions  by  which  we  are  sur- 
rounded.    The  lecture  alluded  to,  was  a  deliberate  attack  upon  the  ob- 
ject proposed  by  the  Young  Men's  Bible  Society,  and  is  understood  to 
have  been  prepared  for  the  express  purpose  of  counteracting  them  in 
their  praiseworthy  efforts  to  distribute  the  Sacred  Scriptures.    We  were 
not  present  on  the  occasion  to  which  we  advert,  nor  have  we  had  access 
to  the  notes  of  the  Speaker,  if  notes  he  had  any,  which  however,   we 
have  very  strong  reasons  to  question-     Our  information  is  derived  from 
an  intelligent  friend  who  was  not  far  from  the  Speaker,   and  who  took 
down  in  writing',  on  the  spot,  the  sentiments  and  the  language  on  which 
we  are  about  to  animadvert.     In  the  accuracy  of  the  report,  as  far  as  it 
goes,  we  have  confidence,  for  it  is  sustained  by  the  recollection  of  other 
hearers.     In  the  peroration  of  this  strange  lecture,  the  Rev'd  Speaker 
took  occasion  to  declare  "his  full  belief  in  the  doctrines  which  he  was 
"about  to  proclaim," — to  assure  his  audience  that  "he  was  conscien- 
tious, and  therefore  could  not  refrain,"  &c.    All  this,  it  will  readily  be 
perceived,  was  unnecessary  !     There  are  occasions  on  which  such  assu- 
rances may  be  demanded,  but  we  are  unwilling  to  suppose  his  to  have 
been  of  this  kind.     Reprobate  indeed  must  be  the  feeling  of  the  man 
who  could  stand  before  the  altar  of  the  God  of  truth,  and  utter  what  he 
did  not  believe;  and  pusillanimous  must  be  the  spirit  of  that   Minister 
of  the  Gospel,  who  under  such  circumstances,  could  muffle  the  dictates 
of  his  own  conscience.     We  are  prepared  to  credit  his  sincerity  in  the 
usual  acceptation  of  that  term.     But  then  we  would  call  the  attention 
of  the  Rev'd  gentleman  to  the  fact,  that  this  avowal  of  his  sincerity  is 
no  proof  that  wjiat  he  was  about  to  utter  would  be  truth,  and  if  not,  no 
security  against  the  consequences  of  his  error.     Prejudice,  negligence, 
self-interest,  may  involve  an  individual^!)  mistake.     Under  such  circum- 
stances his  sin  lies,  not  in  speaking  according  to  his  persuasion,  be   it 
what  it  may,  but  in  not  being  better  informed — in  not  having  his  con- 
science properly  instructed.  If  we  may  be  permitted  to  refer  to  the  Bible, 
on  this  point,  we  would  take  the  liberty  of  quoting  John  16.  2.  •  "Yea 
the  time  cometh  that  whosoever  killeth  you,  will  think  that  he  doeth  God 
service."     The  "lull  belief"  of  these  persecutors  in  the  rectitude  of 
theiropposition  to  the  disciples,  neither  sanctioned  their  conduct,  nor 
exempted  them  from  the  consequences.     The  Rev'd  Rector  therefore 
eannot  expect  that  we  should  receive  his  statements,  because  lie  believed 
them,  or  consider  him  as  really  justifiable  in  his  declarations,  because 
lie  so  regarded  himself.     We  might  take  exception  therefore,  to  the  de- 
sign of  his  introduction. 

But  to  proceed.  To  the  contemplated  distribution  of  the  Bible  he 
!bad,  as  he  inform:; If  his  hearers,  "three  objections."  We  shall  notice 
them  in  order.         ,  ^ 

I.  '*  These  Bibles  arc  printed  very  rapidly, — many  typographical  er- 
rors necessarily  occur, — a  single  point  alters  the  meaning  of  a  whole 
'M  text." 

tVe  presume  the  Rev'd  Lecturer  is  aware  that  the  Bibles  in  question 
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re  Stereotyped,  and  consequently  that  no  rapidity  with  which  they  are 
truck  off\  renders  them  liable  to  typographical  error.  The  liability  lies 
n  casting*  the  plates  ;   and  this,  so  far  from  being*  done  hastily,  is  per- 
ormed  with  as  much  care  and  accuracy  as  practicable.  It  is  well  known 
hat  this  method  of  printing*  secures  as  much  correctness  as  human  skill 
.nd  attention  can  expect  to  attain.     We  may,  and  we  do,  challenge  a 
omparison  in  this  respect  between  the  copies  now  about  to  be  put  in 
irculation,  and  any  which  may  be  authorized  by  the  Church  of  Rome. 
But  has  the  Rev'd  Lecturer  ever  examined  these  Bibles  to  ascertain  whe- 
ther they  differ  from  the  Standard  to  which  they  profess  to  be  conform- 
ed ?     Is  he  prepared  to  shew  errors  in  these  impressions,  errors  which 
produce  any  discrepancy  in  point  of  sense  between  them  and  the  origi- 
nal standard  from  which  they  purport  to  be  taken  ?     If  not,  how  could 
he  presume  to  attempt,  upon  mere  conjecture  to  shake  the  publick  con- 
fidence in  these   books.     If  this  be  his  logick,  if  he  feels  himself  at  li- 
berty to  state  possibilities  as  facts  and  then  reason  to  a  conclusion,  no* 
tiling  is  safe  against  his  demonstrations. 

But  we  take  the  principle  on  which  his  objection  rests,  and  with  more 
plausibility  than  his  own  case  furnishes,  we  may  require  him  to  refrain 
his  feet  from  the  pulpit  steps,  and  to  cease  his  chancel  lectures  ;  they 
are  dangerous,  exceedingly  dangerous  to  his  people.  In  reading  or  re- 
citing such  portions  of  Sacred  Scripture  as  he  may  think  proper  to  use, 
the  words  are  "very  rapidly"  uttered,  "many  errors'*  in  pronunciation,  in 
pause,  in  emphasis  "  necessarily  occur "  '*  a  single  error""  of  this  kind  "  al- 
ters the  meaning-  of  a  -whole  text''1  We  therefore  object  to  his  verbal 
enunciation  of  Sacred  ScripUires  as  more  liable  to  pervert  its  meaning 
than  any  process  of  stereotyping*  would  probably  do.  If  his  argument 
proves  any  thing,  it  proves  too  much  for  the  Speaker ;  if  it  should  stop 
our  stereotyping,  it  should  silence  his  speaking.  The  shallowest  mind 
can  perceive  that  liability  to  error  should  only  show  the  necessity  of 
caution  ;  and  if  the  Rev'd  Lecturer  will  compare  these  Bibles  with  the 
Standard,  he  will  find  there  has  been  no  dereliction  in  this  duty. 

II.  His  second  objection  he  stated  thus  :  "  We  are  uncertain  from  what 
*'  edition  these  Bibles  are  struck  off, — the  unlearned  do  not  know  whe- 
**'  ther  the  edition  be  genuine." 

If  the  Rev'd  Lecturer  is  really  ignorant  upon  this  subject,  it  shews 
that  his  former  objection  was  indeed  altogether  imaginary,  and  that  he 
cannot  be  aware  of  any  mistake  in  these  Bibles  even  as  to  their  pointing. 
His  difficulty,  and  the  difficulty  of  any  others  who  might  be  at  a  loss  in 
this  matter,  could  easily  be  obviated.  Of  one  thing,  however,  we  are 
satisfied  he  is  fully  apprized.  These  Bibles  do  not  correspond  with  any 
translation  of  the  Vulgate,  which  is  itself  a  translation,  and  therefore 
cannot  claim  any  preference  as  to  authenticity.  We  are  not  disposed  to 
do  injustice  to  this  version. 

Its  history,  so  far  as  it  concerns  the  question  before  us,  may  soon  be 
told.  It  is  admitted  that  at  an  early  period  of  the  Church  there  was 
extant  a  Latin  version  of  the  Sacred  Scriptures  called  the  Itala.  This 
version  however  soon  became  so  corrupt  that  in  the  4th  century,  Je- 
rome, under  the  patronage  of  Damasus,  was  induced  to  turn  his  atten- 
tion to  this  subject,  and  produced  a  new  translation.  In  the  7th  centu- 
ry this  translation  received  the  approbation  of  Gregory  I.  which  led  to 
its  adoption  by  the  Roman  Church,  under  the  name  of  "the  Vulgate." 
This  gave  rise  to  the  multiplication  of  copies  ;  and  as  these  multiplied, 
errors  crept  into  the  text — this  was  unavoidable,  as  any  one  will  readi- 
ly admit  who  recollects  that  the  art  of  printing  was  then  unknown,  and 
that  it  was  only  by  transcribing  that  conies  could  be  procured.    Thij 
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evil  was  so  much  complained  of,  that  in  the  8th  century,  Alcuin,  by 
the  command  of  Charlemagne,  endeavoured  to  provide  more  accurate 
copies.  This  however  did  not  arrest  the  confusion,  or  did  60  very  im- 
perfectly. The  same  causes  continuing-  to  operate,  the  evil  increased.—- 
In  proof  of  this  statement  we  refer  to  the  works  of  Nicolaus  Lyra,  Caie- 
tanus,  and  especially  Isidorus  Clarius,  who  says  that  lie  had  observed 
8,000*  errors  in  the  Latin  Vulgate.  The  testimony  of  Sixtus  Senensis, 
may  also  be  adduced — "  We  ingeniously  confess,  says  he,  that  we  have 
"  amended  many  errors  in  the  old  translation  by  Jerome,  and  that  in  this 
"our  new  edition,  some  errors  are  to  be  found — solecisms,  barbarisms, 
"many  things  badly  rendered,  rendered  into  bad  Latin,  obscurely  and 
"ambiguously  interpreted — likewise  some  things  added,  some  omitted, 
"  some  transposed,  changed  and  corrupted  by  the  faults  of  copyists, 
"  which  Pagninus,  Oleastrus,  Vatablus  and  Caietanus  have  condemned 
<*in  their  interpretations  and  expositions."  The  same  author,  in  his  4th. 
book  informs  us,  that  Leo  X.  observing  that  the  versien  by  Jerome  had 
suffered  so  much  from  the  carelessness  of  transcribers  and  the  effects 
of  time,  authorized  Pagninus  to  prepare  a  new  version.  This  is  suffi- 
cient to  shew  the  state  of  the  Vulgate  anterior  to  the  Council  of  Trent. 
That  Council,  in  the  year  1546,  solemnly  decveed,  that  the  Vulgate  was 
1  lie  authentic  version,  thus  presuming  to  give  to  a  Latin  translation  the 
character  which  belonged  to  the  Hebrew  and  Creek  originals,  and  which 
it  was  out  of  the  power  of  any  council  to  alienate  from  them  and  con- 
fer on  another.  This  council  however  did  not  attempt  to  reform  the 
corruptions,  which  as  we  have  seen  had  crept  into  the  Vulgate,  and 
therefore  we  suppose  their  decree  contemplated  "  the  Vulgate  to  be 
amended,  and  when  amended,  by  authority."  This  was  not  carried  into 
effect  for  44  years  afterwards,  when  it  was  attempted  by  Sixtus  V.  who 
commanded  a  new  revision  of  the  text  to  be  made.  Me  devoted  much 
time  and  attention  to  this  work,  and  corrected  the  proofs  himself  of 
the  folio  edition,  published  at  Pome  in  1590{  Me  pronounced  the  text 
thus  revised  to  be  the  authentick  Vulgate  contemplated  by  the  Council 
of  Trent,  and  ordained  that  it  should  be  adopted  throughout  the  Romish 
church.  But  notwithstanding-  all  his  labors,  this  very  edition  was  dis- 
covered to  be  so  exceedingly  incorrect,  that  his  successor,  Clement  VIM. 
caused,  it  to  be  suppressed,  and  published  another  authentick  Vulgate  in 
1591,  only  two  years  afterwards.  In  the  preface  to  this  edition  of  Cle- 
ment we  are  informed  that  it  does  not  pretend  to  be  perfectly  correct, 
but  only  more  so  than  those  which  preceded  it.  These  fatal  variances 
between  editions  published  by  infallible  Pontiffs,  have  not  passed  unno- 
ticed by  Protestant  Divines.  If  the  reader  should  wish  to  inform  him- 
self further  on  this  subject,  he  is  referred  to  Kortholt  on  the  various 
editions  of  the  Sacred  Scriptures,  pp.  110 — 2.51,  where  he  will  find  the 
pretensions  of  the  Vulgate  refuted  in  an  able  manner;  or  to  Thomas 
James  of  England  who  has  pointed  out  numerous  additions,  omissions, 
contradictions  and  other  differences  between  the  editions  of  Sextus  and 
Clement.     It  would  be  an  easy  matter   for  us  to  quote    many  passages 


*  8,000  say  the  friends  of  the  Vulgate.  Others,  as  Hottingcr  and 
Turretin,  report  the  number  as  80,000.  We  are  willing  to  take  the 
minimum. 

+!n  the  Bull  which  he  prefixed  to  his  edition  of  the  Vulgate  version. 
(i  Me  denounced  the  wrath  of  Omnipotent  God  and  interdict  of  en- 
trance of  the  Church,  even  excommunication  against  any  who  should  pre- 
sume to  change,  to  add  to,  or  tp  take  away  the  lc-wst  particles  of  the  B.I- 
biea  corrected  by  him. 


from  the  Vulgate  where,  in  consequence  of  improper  translation  occasion 
is  furnished,  and  countenance  i3  given  to  serious  error — but  we  have 
pursued  the  subject  far  enough.  It  may  however  be  proper  to  observe, 
with  regard  to  the  English  Bibles  of  the  Roman  church,  that  in  1582, 
finding  it  impossible  to  withhold  the  Sacred  Scriptures  from  the  com- 
mon people,  an  English  translation  was  printed  at  Rheims.  It  was  made, 
not  from  the  Greek,  but  from  the  Vulgate.  The  editors  retained  a  mul- 
titude of  words  untranslated,  under  pretext  of  wanting  adequate  En- 
glish terms  to  express  them,  and  thus  contrived  to  make  it  as  far  as 
they  could,  unintelligible  to  general  readers.  Hence  the  remark  of  the 
historian  Fuller,  who  observes  that  "  it  is  a  translation  which  needs  to 
be  translated,"  and  that  the  editors  "by  all  means  labored  to  suppress 
the  light  of  truth  under  one  pretence  or  other."  In  1609 — 10,  the  Old 
Testament  was  translated  from  the  Vulgate  at  Doway.  Annotations  were 
subjoined,  which  were  ascribed  to  one  Thomas  Worthington.  This 
translation,  with  the  Rhemish  translation  of  the  New  Testament  forms 
the  English  Bible  of  Romanists  In  1805  a  new  edition  of  the  Doway 
Bible  with  n^-tes  by  Bishop  Chaloner  was  printed  in  Edinburg.  Such 
are  the  sources  from  which  they  obtain  the  text  of  their  Sacred  Scriptures. 

This  summary  which  we  have  collected,  will  be  sufficient  to  give  the 
general  reader  an  adequate  idea  of  the  authenticity  to  which  the  Bibles 
of  the  Church  at  Rome  are  entitled,  when  they  vary  from  the  original 
Greek  and  Hebrew,  and  when  contrasted  with  the  following  account  of 
our  standard  English  version,  will  shew  which  is  most  to  be  depended 
on.  The  English  version  to  which  we  refer  is  that  which  was  made  du- 
ring the  reign  of  James  the  First.  It  was  made  by  men  the  most  dis- 
tinguished in  the  realm,  for  their  oriental  learning — it  was  not  made  se- 
cond handed — the  translation  of  a  translation,  but  directly  from  the  He- 
brew and  Greek  originals,  and  it  was  performed  with  unparalled  care, 
diligence  and  patience,  and  under  all  the  advantage  which  as  auxilia- 
ries, the  various  ancient  and  modern  versions  then  extant,  might  afford. 
It  is  not  our  intention  to  pronounce  their  work  perfect — no  human  ef- 
fort is  entitled  to  such  unqualified  commendation,  upr  shall  we  presume 
to  eulogize  it  on  our  own  authority,  but  as  it  has  lately  been  assailed 
by  mere  sciolists  in  the  learning  which  is  requisite  to  estimate  its  char- 
acter, we  shall  append  the  opinions  of  men  of  various  denominations, 
whose  competency  cannot  be  questioned. 

Selden* — ''The  English  translation  of  the  Bible  is  the  best  translation 
in  the  world." 

Walton. — "The last  English  translation,  made  by  divers  learned  men, 
at  the  command  of  King  James — may  justly  contend  with  any  now  ex- 
tant in  any  language  in  Europe." 

N.  B.  This  Walton  was  the  author  of  the  celebrated  Polyglot  Bible. 
A  more  competent  judge  neither  the  friends  nor  the  foes  of  this  transla- 
tion can  produce. 

Horsley. — "  When  the  translators,  in  James  the  First's  time  began 
their  work,  they  prescribed  to  themselves  some  rales  which  it  may  not 
be  amiss  for  all  translators  to  follow.  Their  reverence  for  the  Sacred 
Scriptures  induced  them  to  be  as  literal  as  they  could,  to  avoid  obscu- 
rity ;  and  it  must  be  acknowledged  that  they  were  extremely  happy  ir-. 
the  simplicity  of  their  expressions.  Their  adherence  to  the  Hebrew 
Idiom  is  supposed  at  once  to  have  enriched  and  adorned  our  language; 
and  as  they  laboured  for  the  general  benefit  of  the  learned  and  unlearn- 
ed, they  avoided  all  words  of  Latin  original,  when  they  could  find  words 
in  their  own  language,  even  with  the  aid  of  adverbs  and  preposition* 
which  would  express  their  meaning  '* 


8 

Dr.  Geddes. — "  The  highest  eulogiums  have  been  made  on  the  trans- 
lation of  James  the  First,  both  by  our  own  writers  and  by  foreigners.— 
And  indeed,  if  accuracy,  fidelit\%  and  the  strictest  attention  to  the  let- 
ter of  the  Text,  be  supposed  to  constitute  the  qualities  of  an  excellent 
version,  this  of  all  versions,  must  in  general  be  accounted  the  most 
excellent.  Every  sentence,  every  word,  every  syllable,  every  letter  and 
point,  seem  to  have  been  weighed  with  the  nicest  exactitude,  and  ex- 
pressed with  the  greatest  precision." 

Whitaker. — £*The  highest  value  has  always  been  attached  to  our  trans- 
lation of  the  Bible — it  may  be  compared  with  any  translation  in  the 
world  without  fear  of  inferiority — it  has  not  shrunk  from  the  most  rig- 
orous examination  ;  it  challenges  investigation,  and  in  spite  of  the  nu- 
merous attempts  to  supercede  it,  it  has  hitherto  remained  unrivalled  in 
the  affections  of  the  country." 

Dr.  John  Taylor,  of  Norwich. — "You  may  rest  fully  satisfied,  that  as 
our  English  translation  is,  in  itself,  by  far  the  most  excellent  book  irt 
our  language,  so  it  is  a  pure  and  faithful  fountain  of  divine  know- 
ledge, giving  a  true,  clear  and  full  account  of  the  divine  dispensations, 
and  of  the  gospel  of  our  salvation  ;  insomuch  that  whoever  studies  the 
Bible,  the  English  Bible,  is  sure  of  gaining  that  knowledge  and  faith 
which  if  duly  applied  to  the  heart  and  conversation,  -will  iivfallibly  guide 
him  to  eternal  lift." 

The  last  testimony  we  adduce,  is  that  of  the  eminent  orientalist  and 
commentator,  Dr.  Adam  Clarke. — "Those  (says  he)  who  have  compared 
most  of  the  European  translations  with  the  original,  have  not  scrupled 
to  say,  that  the  English  translation  of  King  James  the  First,  is  the 
most  accurate  and  faithful  of  the  whole.  Nor  is  this  their  only  praise  ; 
the  translators  have  seized  the  very  spirit  and  soul  of  the  original  and 
expressed  this  almost  every  where,  with  pathos  and  energy.  The 
original  from  which  it  was  taken,  is  alone  superior  to  the  Bible  trans- 
lated by  the  authority  of  King  James" 

This  is  the?  version  which  we  adopt, — the  text  of  which  has  been  care* 
fully  stereotyped,  ai)d  copies  struck  off  for  circulation ;  the  unlearned 
can  be  as  fully  satisfied  of  its  genuineness  and  correctness  we  presume, 
as  of  any  copy  which  the  ltev'd  Rector  can  supply,  and  with  these  re- 
marks we  dismiss  the  groimdless  cavils  which  the  second  head  of  his 
Lecture  raised. 

Ill  Under  the  last  division  of  his  address,  he  changed  the  character 
of  his  objection,  and  losing  sight  of  any  particular  edition  of  the  Bible, 
attempted  to  argue  against  the  distribution  of  Sacred  Scriptures  upon 
this  ground:  "The  Bible  is  not  alone  a  sufficient  rule  of  faith."  His 
remarks  here  were  exceedingly  desultory.  We  shall  endeavour  from 
the  Sketch  before  us,  to  classify  such  as  were  taken  down,  that  we  may 
avoid  unnecessary  repetition  in  the  suggestions  which  we  may  be  dispo- 
sed to  offer.  "With  regard  to  his  first  position  "that  the  Bible  alone  is 
not  "  sufficient  rule  of  faith,"  we  have  to  observe  that  this  is  one  of  the 
leading  points  on  which  Protestants  differ  from  the  Church  of  Rome. 
We  affirm  that  the  Bible  is  sufficient,  and  think  we  do  them  no  injustice, 
when  we  imagine  that  we  see  their  design  in  maintaining  the  contrary. 
We  perceive  that  this  prepares  the  way  for  the  introduction  of  their  "  oral 
tradition"  which  they  cannot  well  dispense  with,  but  for  which  in  refer- 
ence to  matters  of  faith,  we  have  no  occasion.  We  think  with  Paul, 
that  the  Sacred  Scriptures  are  profitable  for  doctrine,  reproof,  correc- 
tion, instruction  in  righteousness,  that  they  are  able  to  make  us  wise 
unto  salvation,  to  perfect  the  man  of  God,  and  furnish  him  thoroughly 
unto  all  good  works,  and  if  they  answer  these  purposes  in  reference  to 


lue  Clergy,  we  see  not  why  they  should  fail  to  yield  similar  benefits  to 
the  Laity;  and  if  the  Sacred  Scriptures  are  thus  profitable  to  them,  fur  = 
nishing  them  thus  fully,  making  them  wise  unto  salvation,  they  have  no 
reason  to  complain  of  their  incompleteness.  We  concur  upon  this  point 
with,  the  primitive  Fathers  of  theChristan  Church,  Tertullian  against 
Hermogenes  writes  thus :  "  I  adore  the  fullness  of  Sacred  Scriptures." 
And  again,  "  Let  Hermogenes  teach  that  it  is  written,  or  let  him  fear,  if 
it  is  not  written  that  I*  woe  to  those  adding,"  Scc.C.  21.  Augustih  *fcon- 
cerning  the  doctrine  of  atonement  writes  thus  :  **  In  those  things  which 
are  openly  placed  in  the  Sacred  Scriptures,  all  those  things  are  to  be 
found  which  comprise  the  faith  and  rules  of  living." 

Jerome,  on  Matt.  23,  says  :  "  Whatsoever  has  not  the  authority  of  Sa- 
cred Scriptures,  is  contemned  with  the  same  facility  with  which  it  is 
proved."    Basil  says  in  his  Sermon  on  Faith,  "  It  is  a  proof  of  infidel i 
ty,  and  a  sign  of  pride  either  to  weaken  any  thing  which  is  written,  or 
to  introduce  any  thing  which  is  not  written." 

Chrysostom,  "  Whatsoever  is  required  to  the  salvation  of  man,  is  fully- 
contained  in  the  Scripture  of  God.  He  that  is  ignorant  may  there  learn 
and  have  knowledge,  &c.  Chrisostom  further  says, — If  men  would  be 
conversant  with  the  Scriptures,  and  attend  to  them,  they  would  not  only 
not  fall  into  errors  themselves,  but  rescue  those  that  are  deceived. 

Fulgentius,  "  There  is  abundantly  enough,  both  for  man  to  eat  and  for 
child  to  suck." 

The  Rev'd  Rector  will  have  the  goodness  to  excuse  us  for  begging 
leave  to  dissent  from  his  opinion,  and  concurring  with  these  views  of 
the  Fathers,  especially  as  we  find  them  so  perfectly  accordant  on  this 
point,  with  the  words  of  inspiration. 

But  our  readers  would  perhaps  be  pleased  to  learn  on  what  points  the 
Sacred  Scriptures  are  deemed  insufficient.  If  the  Speaker  had  specified 
such  matters  as  these,  the  Pope's  supremacy, — the  Invocation  of  Angels, 
Saints, — the  doctrine  of  Transubstantiation, — of  purgatory,  etc.,  we 
should  have  taken  no  exception  to  his  statement.  We  do  verily  believe 
the  Bible  utterly  incapable  of  furnishing  any  evidence  in  their  favour; 
and  if  the  Speaker  had  been  pleased  to  have  said  that  the  testimony  of 
Sacred  Scripture  is  even  against  such  opinions  and  practices,  we  should 
not  have  disputed  the  assertion.  But  these  were  not  the  subjects  from 
which  he  made  his  selection  to  illustrate  his  offensive  position.  Restrain 
your  astonishment  gentle  reader;  we  will  break  the  subject  as  tranquil 
ly  as  possible  for  you, — his  words  were  :  "  I  challenge  any  man  to  prove 
the  Divinity  of  Jesus  from  the  Bible" ! !  !  And  is  it  possible,  that  a. 
Minister  of  Christ,  connected  with  a  Church  which  has  always,  and 
most  distinctly  maintained  the  true  and  proper  deity  of  Jesus  as  a  Scrip- 
tural doctrine,  should  presume  to  repudiate  that  doctrine  so  far  as  it  pre- 
tended to  support  its  claims  from  the  written  word  of  God  !  Departed 
as  we  believe  that  Church  to  be  from  the  faith  once  delivered  to  the 
Saints,  she  has  ever  contended  for  this  doctrine  as  Scriptural.  The  works 
of  her  most  distinguished  divines  settle  this  point  beyond  controversy.  It 
would  be  labour  useless  to  quote  them  for  this  purpose.  Let  any  one  but 
take  up  the  Sermons  of  Massiflon,  and  refer  in  particular  to  that  which  pro- 
fesses to  treat  upon  this  doctrine.  He  will  find  it  replete  with  proof 
and  illustration  founded  on  the  written  testimony  of  Prophets  and  Apos- 
tles. And  yet  this  amiable  and  learned  Prelate  and  a  host  of  others  of 
the  same  character  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding,  does  the  Rev'd 
Lecturer  publish  his  challenge,  and  does  he  say  that  they  have  all  fail- 
ed) miserably  failed  in  his  estimation,  and  that  he  is  able  to  shew  thg 


10 

lallucy  and  inconclusiveness  of  all  their  arguments  and  prepared  to 
tect  and  expose  the  unsoundness  of  all  similar  attempts  in  the  same 
cause?    If  so,  we  can  only  exclaim,  wonderful  man!    the  church   l ■> 
which  he  belongs  may  dry  up  her  tears  occasioned  by  the  late  loss  of  a 
lamented  dignitary,  the  congregation  in  this  place  has  in  its  humbh- 
parsonage  an  able  successor  :  one  whose  penetration,  research,  learning1 
and  piety,  enables  him  to  accomplish  what  no  prelate  of  that  Church 
lias  ever  even  pretended  to— to  turn  Christ's  claims  to  Divinity  out  of 
the  Bible.    Rather  upon  this    presumption  let  her   deepen  the  mourn- 
ing in  which  the  late  event  has  clad  her ;  let  her  substitute  sackcloth 
for  crape,  because  a  Priest  £t  her  altars  has  divested  his  Master  of  his 
Scriptural  robes  of  office  and  authority.    But  no — let  the  words  of  the 
Kev'd  Lecturer  have    been  precisely  as  reported  to  us  or  not,  we  will 
not  credit  it  that  his  intention  was  to  express  the  idea  which  thus  un- 
qualified, they  convey.     We  believe  he  holds  firmly  to  the  Divinity  of 
the  Saviour,  and  holds  it  as  a  doctrine  taught  us  by  the  word  of  G 
and  that  his  only  design  was  to  affirm  that  no  common  man — no  man  oir 
ordinary  education  can  prove  this  doctrine  from  Sacred  Scriptures.   But 
even  the  assertion  thus  modified,  (and  we  know  not  how  to  amend  it 
more  in  his  favour,)  surprises  us  exceedingly.     We  always  considered 
this  great  and  fundamental  truth  of  the  Christian  religion,  as   most 
clearly  expressed,  and  as  resting  on  declarations  and  manifested  by  facts, 
which  require  no  great  erudition  to  understand  &  use.    We  find  the  most 
powerful  advocates  for  this  truth,  founding  their  arguments  upon  state- 
ments which  are  as  perspicuous  as  the  letters  of  the  text,  and  these  are 
the  conclusive  arguments.    True,  there  are  some  reasonings  in  connex- 
ion with  this  subject  which  no  English  or  Latin  version  could  suggest. 
Such  as  are  derived  from  the  idiom  of  the  original — the   use  of  the 
Creek  Article  for  example.  But  this  is  mere  collateral  proof,  and  would 
weigh  little  apart  from  the  plain  demonstrations  with  which  the  Sacred 
Scriptures  abound,  and  on  which  judicious  divines  rest.     The  liev'd 
Lecturer  greatly  underrates  the  capacity  of  the  common  people.     Tho" 
they  may  not  have  the  advantages  of  liberal  education,  they  have  good 
sound  judgment,  and  in  reference  to  matters  of  this  kind,  are  as  much 
if  not  more  to  be  trusted  than  your  inflated  pedants.   But  let  the  Rev'd 
Lecturer  inform  us  as  to  the  fact  on  this  point.     Where  has   Socinian- 
ism  principally  prevailed  ?     Its  patrons  among  men  of  plain  education, 
but  sound  sense,  have  been  but  few;  its  home  has  been  for  the  most 
part  among   those  whose  fancied  literary  advantages  have  filled  them 
with  self-sufficiency  and  intellectual  pride,  leading  them  to  treat  the 
word  of  God  with  unhallowed  license.     Against  such  let  the  suspic 
and  censures  of  the  Rev'd  Lecturer  be  directed,  and  not  against  the  un- 
educated and  unoffending  part  of  community.     Whatever  his  fears  may 
be  with  regard  to  this  part  of  our  community,  we  feel  no   disquietude. 
They  are  honest,  and  are  to  be  trusted.    Heaven  forbid,  that  on  such 
groundless  apprehensions  we  should  withhold  from  them  what  Cod  has 
revealed.    We  rather  feel  it  our  duty  to  urge  upon  them  the  exhorta- 
tion of  Jesus,  "Search  the  Scriptures,"  and  when  they  do,  to  commend 
them  for  it  as  Paul  did  the  Bereans,  Acts  17.  11. 

Again.  Under  this  head,  the  learned  Lecturer  not  only  declared  the 
insufficiency  of  the  Sacred  Scriptures  alone  as  a  rule  of  faith,  but  he  af- 
firmed that  the  distribution  of  the  Bible  would  have  an  injurious  effect, 
injurious  in  reference  to  the  practice  of  the  people,  the  truth  of  chris- 
tian doctrine,  and  the  existence  of  the  Ministry. 

With  regard  to  the  practice  of  the  people,  he  asked,  r<  What  will  the 
unlearned  learn  froio  Genesis,  or  from  the  whole  of  the  Old  Testament; 
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•—If  Paul  had  been  his  respondent,  he  would  have  said  to  lam,  as  he  does 
in  his  Epistle  to  the  Church  at  Rome,  "  Whatsoever  tiling's  were  writ- 
ten  aforetime,  were  written  for  our  learning,  that  we,  through    patience 
and  comfort  of  the  Sacred   Scriptures,  might  have  hope."    The  Rev'd 
Lecturer  is  of  a  different  opinion.    He  trembles  at  the  peril  to  which  the 
common  people  would  be  exposed  by  this  licence.  "  Would  not  a  fatherf 
in  reading  the  account  of  the  commandment  given  to  Abraham,  to  sac- 
rifice Isaac,  think  it  was  his  duty  to  do  so  likewise,  and  so  slay  his  own 
child  ?"  We  confess  this  is  an  argument  which  we  are  at  a  loss  to  answer; 
not  however  because  we  regard  it  as  very  cogent,  but  because  it  is  so  all 
over  ridiculous  and  absurd,  that  we  find  it  difficult    to  treat  it  with  the 
seriousness  which  the  subject  demands.     We  cannot  suppose  that  it  was 
premeditated  by  the  speaker,  or  that  he  can  reflect  upon  it  without  a 
blush  for  having  permitted  it  to  escape  his  lips.     He  well  knows  that 
ever  since  the  reformation,  the  Protestants,  learned  and  unlearned,  have 
had  access  to  theS.  Scriptures,  and  we  may  undertake  to  affirm  that  he 
has  never  heard  of  an  instance  in  which  a  parent  ascribed  the  destruction 
of  his  offspring  to  the  influence  of  Abraham's  example.     How  very  un- 
generous then,  to  endeavor  to  awaken  fears,  where  the  experience  of  cen- 
turies proves  that  no  danger  is  to  be  apprehended.     The  Rev'd  Lectu- 
rer's imagination  seems  to  have  been  full  of  fire  and  faggots  on  this  sub- 
ject; plain  phraseology  was  too  tame  to  tell  his  terrific  views  ;  he  found 
utterance  for  them  in  figure.    "  To  give  the  Bible  to  the  unlearned,  was 
like  placing  a  dagger  in  the  hands  of  a  child;  it  was  a  poison  rather 
than  a  remedy  !"     Very  pointed  !  very  powerful !  and  we  are   happv  to 
add,  very  perspicuous  !     We  understand,  then,  that  none  but  the   learn- 
ed are  to  be  allowed  the  Sacred  Scriptures.    Be  it  therefore  known  unto 
you,  all  you  who  are  not  scholars,  you  are  not  fit  to  be  trusted  with  this 
gift  of  God.     The  Roman  priesthood  are  too  tenderly  concerned  for  you 
to  place  a  thing  so  dangerous   in  your  hands  ;  they  are  afraid  you  may 
murder  your  family,   and  finish  off  by  committing  suicide  ;  and  such  is 
their  compassion  for  you,  and  their  abhorrence  of  bloodshed,  that  they 
are  determined  to  protect  you  against  yourselves. 

But  if  the  drift  of  the  Rev'd  Lecturer's  remarks  were   not  generally 
and  egregiously  mistaken,  there  was  concealed  under  this  kind  concern 
for  the  unlearned,  a  moderate  share  of  apprehension  for  himself  and  bis 
fraternity.     "  We  of  the  cloth,"  he  observed,  "  ought  to  be  the  last  to 
recommend  the  distribution  of  the  Bible"  !     This  is  rather  a  new  idea  to 
us.     We  were  not  aware  before  that  there  was  any  diversity  of  interest 
on  this  subject,  between  the  Clergy  and  the  Laity.     But  if  there  be  any, 
let  us  be  informed.     "  If  I  were  to  disseminate  the  Sacred  Scriptures," 
said  he,  "  my  people  would  withdraw  their  support  from  me."     Well, 
this  is  honest  at  any  rate  ;  and  we  feel  relieved,  to  be  able  for  once  cor- 
dially to  concur  with  him.     We  always  believed  this  to  be  at  the  bottom 
of  their  whole  opposition  to  the  circulation  of  the  Sacred    Scriptures, 
and  have  no  doubt  the  Rev'd  Lecturer's  fears  in  this  event  would   sooner 
or  later  be  realized.  But  how  humiliating  the  acknowledgment  which  he 
has  made.    A  knowledge  of  the  word  of  God,  and   attendance   at  his 
church  so  incompatible,  that  as  the  first  prevails,  the  last  ceases  !     This 
is  rather  more  than  we  should  have  thought  it  civil  to  say,  but  for  such 
excellent  authority.     Protestant  Clergy,  however,  have  no  fears  of  this 
kind  ;  their  experience  is  precisely  the  reverse.     Nothing  serves  to  in- 
crease the  number,  and  to  secure  the  attendance  of  their  hearers  so  much 
as  the  distribution  of  the    Word  of  God  among  the   Laity.     The  MevW 
Lecturer  has  told  us  what  would  be  the  effect  in  his  case,  we  assure  him 
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of  the  effect  with  us,  and  leave  him  to  his  own  reflexions  to  ascertain  the 
reason  of  the  difference. 

Again.    '*  Deists  and  Unitarians  multiply  in  proportion  as  the  Bible  is 
c<  circulated.     Twenty  years  ago,  when  1  landed   in  this  country,  the 
44  name  of  Unitarian  was  not  beard.    Nine  tenths  of  the  Churches  in 
-'  Boston  are  Unitarian.     Unitarianism  is  extending  to  New  York,  and 
"to  our  Metropolis.  Unitarians  are  most  active  in  circulating' the  Bible." 
Twenty  years  then,  we  are  to  understand  that  the  Rev'd  Lecturer  has 
been  in  America.     We  should  not  have  supposed  that  he  had  been  here 
go  long".     But  tills  important  matter  is  now  settled  by  his  own  assurance, 
and  we  record  the  fact  in  print,  that  it  may  not  be  forgotten.     Well, 
what  happened  20  years  ago,  when  the  shores  of  this  country  were  first 
pressed   by  his  step  i — They    were    then   unpolluted    by    Unitarianism. 
"The  name  of  an  Unitarian  was  not  heard."     The  Rev'd  Lecturer  must 
of  course  mean   not  heard  by  himself.  For  stranger  as  he  then  was,  he 
tiiuld  scarcely  undertake  to  testify  as  to  the  hearing  of  millions  whom 
lie  had  never  seen,  and  from  whom  he  could  have  received  no  assurance 
Upon  this  subject.     Confining  his  testimony  to  his  own  experiecne,  we 
credit  it,  and  he  may,  for  all  we  know  to  the  contrary,  have  landed  un- 
der circumstances  not  like!}-  to  acquaint  him  with  the  slate  of  reli; 
in  America,  ami  he  may  have  spent  several  years  in  a  way  calculate! 
keep  him  uninformed  as  to  these  matters.    He  was  not  to  blame  for  this. 
Hut  if  tie-  Kev'd  Lecturer  intended  that  his  expression  should  be  taken 
literally,  he  musl  have  presumed  upon  the  credulity  and  the  ignora 
of  his  auditory.     We  would  simply  suggest  to  him' that  his  arrival  I 
was  preceded  somewhat  by  that  of  another  distinguished  foreigner, 
was  one  of  the  Apostles  of  Unitarianism.     Before  the  Kev'd  Lecture 
9 umes  this  subject,  he  hud  better  make  some  enquiries  as  to  the  date. 

tances,  and  cons  hat  person's  appearance  here,  and  the 

consideration  which  brought  him  toourshores.     We  are  persuaded  such 
Investigation  will  lead  him  to  c  >rre<Jthis  chronological  and  statistical  ac- 
:t  of  the  religious   condition  of  this  country.     We  feel  concerned 
:iul  he  should  not  expose  himself  upon  t!  is  subject,  for  he  may  be  cer- 
L.in  that  many  of  his  hearers,  will  detect  his  error,  and  lose  their  confi- 
dence in  his  general  accuracy  .     We  would  also  beg  leave  to  suggest  the 
propriety   of  reconsidering*  bin  assertion    with   regard  to  Boston.     If  by 
nine-tenths,  he  mi  rely  rneant  a  Considerable  number,  using  a  definite  for 
an   indefinite  number,  we  would  not  cavil  at  his  meaning  ;  but  still  we 
would  object  to  his  mode  of  expressing  it,  fortius  simple  reason  :  it  con- 
veys a  falsehood — a  downright  falsehood,  palpable  and  shocking  to  every 
Well  informed  mind.      We  reiterate  the  last  remark  in  the  most  unquaii- 
.  manner  in  reference  to  the  Rev'd  Lecturer's  statement,  that  "  Unit- 
arians are  most  active  in  circulating  the  Bible."     This  is  utterly  and  no- 
toriously untrue,  and  if  he  were  sincere,  (he  taxes  our  civility  very  much? 
ie  is  inexcusable  for  not  being  better  informed.     The  Bible  Societies  in 
his  country  were  originated  and  are  managed  hymen  who  are  as  decid- 
ed advocates  of  the  true  and  proper  divinity  of  Christ,  as   any    Pontiff 
whg  ever  iilled  the  spurious  seat  of  St  Peter.     In  some  of  these  associa- 
is(  t lie  constitutional  provisions  are  such  as  to  preclude  from    mem- 
hipany  who  may  be  known  to  deny  the  divinity  of  Jesus  ;  and  if  the 
i  have  their  own  associations  for  the  dissemination  of  the  Bible, 
..-  to  u-;.     Vet  tins  veracious   Lecturer  asserts — we  shall  not 
peat  it. 

Again,  the  Rev'd  Lecturer  not  only  communicated  to  the  audience  th 
covery  which,  lie  made  in  landing  on  these  shores,  and  the  result  of  his 
ationsirtce  ;  but  !:e  was  good  enough  to  furnish  us  with  some  oi 
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Ins  earlier  reminiscences  in  relation  to  this  subject.    Let  us  listen  and 
learn. 

"  Bible  societies  originated  in  this  way.  In  England  the  established 
church  possesses  immense  revenues.  The  Bishops  and  Archbishops 
tspent  their  time  on  the  continent  and  at  places  of  fashionable  resort.— 
The  people  complained  they  were  not  fed  with  the  bread  of  life.  The 
Bishops  then  established  Bible  societies  that  the  poor  might  be  supplied 
with  the  Sacred  Scriptures,  learn  their  duties  without  hearing  preaching, 
and  no  longer  complain." 

We  are  not  about  to  apologize  for  those  in  the  Church  of  England,  or 
in  any  other  church,  who  by  their  negligence  and  dissoluteness  violate 
the  most  sacred  of  all  vows  ;  but  we  would  say  to  the  Rev'd  Lecturer 
"  let  him  that  is  without  sin  cast  the  stone,"  and  this  rule  will  fetter  ef- 
fectually the  hands  of  the  Roman  Church.  We  shall  not  pollute  our 
paper  or  pain  our  readers  by  detailing  the  licentiousness  which  history 
has  remembered  against  multitudes  of  her  clergy,  or  the  abominations 
by  which  many  of  their  Holinesses  have  profaned  the  sacred  ministry. 
Better  for  the  church,  that  such  characters  should  be  as  remote  as  pos-  ■ 
sible  from  her  sanctuaries  and  from  her  people.  And  if  such  persons 
have  through  patronage  or  intrigue  obtained  preferments  in  the  church 
of  England,  it  was  kind  in  Providence  to  plant  them  at  the  springs  or  to 
transport  them  to  the  continent.  Their  presence  in  their  respective  Di- 
oceses would  be  only  pernicious  ;  their  ministry  could  furnish  but  lit- 
tle of  the  bread  of  life  to  those  who  hungered  for  it,  and  the  exchange 
which  gave  them  the  Bible  for  such  Prelates  would  be  all  gain.  But 
we  apprehend  that  such  recreants  from  their  duties,  would  be  the  last 
who  would  be  disposed  to  encourage  the  distribution  of  the  Bible 
among  the  people  whom  they  abused.  This  book  would  expose  the 
more  their  own  flagitious  conduct  and  render  the  people  more  indignant 
and  clamorous;  it  would  be  "to  put  a  dagger  in  their  hands."  We 
should  rather  expect  to  find  them  withholding  the  Sacred  Scriptures 
from  general  circulation,  and  contriving  to  amuse  the  populace  with  pic- 
tures and  parades,  &c.  Facts  prove  that  this  idea  of  policy  under  such 
circumstances  is  not  chimerical.  The  dignified  clergy  who  lounge  at 
watering  places  or  course  it  on  the  continent  never  have  patronized  Bi- 
ble Societies.  Can  the  Rev'd  Lecturer  furnish  one  single  instance  to 
contradict  this  assertion  ?  is  he  in  possession  of  one  single  fact  to  auth- 
orize the  statement  which  he  has  so  unceremoniously  made  with  regard 
to  the  origin  of  Bible  Societies  in  England  ?  If  he  will  take  the  trouble 
to  look  into  this  matter,  he  will  find  that  the  very  characters  to  whom  he 
has  ascribed  this  work,  have  been  its  bitterest  enemies,  and  that  those 
whom  he  represented  as  its  opponents,  are  among  its  warmest  and  most 
efficient  friends.  His  ignorance  upon  this  subject  is  unpardonable,  his 
presumption  in  speaking  about  it  without  having  informed  himself  can- 
not be  too  severely  reprobated.  But  this  Rev'd  Lecturer  did  not  confine 
his  abuse  to  foreign  clergy  ;  he  rashly  assailed  the  motives  of  those  who 
have  had  the  management  of  the  American  Bible  Society.  He  informed 
his  audience  that  "  their  officers  had  large  salaries  and  were  getting 
rich,"  thus  lending  himself  to  the  views  of  those  who  would  represent 
such  associations  as  bands  of  mercenary  men,  speculating  on  the  benefi- 
cence of  the  charitable.  We  spurn  the  charge,  and  throw  it  back  indig- 
nantly into  his  own  chancel.  Does  he  know  who  was  the  Father  and  First 
President  of  that  society?  We  will  inform  him.  The  Hon.  Elias  Botr- 
wsroT,  of  N.  Jersey.  He  was  succeeded  by  the  Honorable  John  Jay,  of  N. 
Vork  ;  neither  of  whom  ever  received  one  single  cent  from  the  Society, 
though  its  funds  have  been  increased  by  their  liberality ;  especially  by 


the  liberality  of  the  former,  from  whom  it  received  at  its  first  organiza- 
tion a  most  munificent  donation.  Yet  they,  with  others,  as  oflicers  of 
this  institution,  are  scandalously  represented  as  becoming"  rich  by  the 
salaries  which  they  received  from  its  treasury  !  Let  us  inform  the  Rev'd 
Lecturer  that  this  is  a  speeies  of  traduction  which  the  American  com- 
munity will  not  tolerate  ;  the  sanctity  of  his  office  thus  abused  to  the 
purposes  of  defamation,  will  not  protect  him  from  the  public  reprobation 
which  such  expressions  deserve.  America  holds  the  character  of  her 
distinguished  sons  too  precious  to  permit  them  to  be  made  the  sport  of 
a  foreigner,  though  he  claims  twenty  years  residence  on  her  soil.  Her 
citizens  know  whom  to  suspect  and  in  whom  to  confide,  and  if  the  Rev'd 
gentleman  flatters  himself  with  a  purchase  upon  the  publick,  which  will 
enable  him  thus  to  uproot  from  their  affections,  characters  by  which 
they  are  adorned,  and  in  whom  they  glory,  we  candidly  say,  the  sooner 
he  discovers  his  mistake,  the  better.  It  is  enough  to  hear  the  abuse  of 
our  country  with  which  foreign  papers  teem,  but  to  have  that  abuse 
published  on  our  own  shores  and  pointed  from  our  very  pulpits,  against 
our  most  distinguished  and  most  approved  men,  is  insufferable. 

But  to  return.  What  would  this  Rev'd  Lecturer  have  us  to  do  with 
the  Bible  i1  Why  commit  it  to  the  Priests,  and  to  the  favoured  few 
whom  they  might  judge  competent  to  use  it  without  detriment.  By  all 
means  keep  it  out  of  the  hands  of  the  common  people  ;  they  can't  un- 
derstand it — Lawyers  must  interpret  the  law,  Priests  must  interpret  the 
Gospel.  To  all  this  we  reply,  we  are  disposed  to  avail  ourselves  of  all 
the  aid  which  we  can  obtain,  to  know  our  civil  and  religious  duties  ; 
we  respect  the  Bench  and  the  Bar,  and  appreciate  their  services.  But 
if  the  members  of  this  honorable  profession  were  to  say,  your  common 
people  cannot  comprehend  the  laws  of  your  country, — there  is  danger 
of  your  misapprehending  them  and  being  led  into  serious  error  ;  we 
will  therefore  keep  them  to  ourselves,  and  only  dispense  the  knowledge 
of  them  to  you,  as  we  deem  it  expedient,  what  would  the  yeomanry  say 
to  this  ?  Gentlemen,  we  value  your  services,  and  shall  avail  ourselves 
of  them  in  their  proper  place.  But  we  cannot  consent  to  the  plan  you 
propose.  We  want  to  know  the  letter  which  is  to  guide  us,  and  which 
you  profess  to  expound.  We  are  apprehensive  that  if  we  surrender  this 
entirely  to  you,  it  may  be  gradually  altered,  and  in  progress  of  time 
you  will  come  to  be  our  Legislators  as  well  as  Interpreters.  We  cannot 
incur  this  risque.  They  would  answer  wisely?  and  so  they  say  in  refer- 
ence to  the  Clergy,  and  the  Bible.  We  value  your  explanations  of  God's 
word, — your  exhortations  to  duty,  8cc,  but  we  wish  to  have  access  to 
the  word  ourselves  lest  it  should  gradually  be  laid  aside  and  made  void 
by  the  traditions  of  men. 

But,  replies  the  Rev'd  Rector,  you  will  inevitably  injure  yourself, — 
that  Book  is  a  Dagger  which  may  pierce  you,  Sec.  I  thank  you,  says 
the  plain  man  of  common  sense;  I  thank  you  Rev'd  Sir,  for  your  cau- 
tion, and  shall  be  on  my  guard;  I  know  the  best  of  things  are  liable  to 
fee  abused  by  careless  and  ill-designing  persons.  Health,  reason,  edu- 
cation, influence,  the  light  itself  may  be  perverted  to  sinful  purposes. 
Still  I  am  not  willing  to  let  any  other  man  limit  the  measure  in  which  God 
has  dealt  out  these  blessings  to  me.  You  must  excuse  me  Sir,  but  tho' 
I  shall  be  happy  to  receive  your  advice,  I  can't  consent  to  convey  my 
treasures  to  you,  and  become  your  beneficiary.  But  let  me  ask  you  one 
question.  Have  none  of  you  "  of  the  Cloth"  ever  hurt  yourselves  and 
injured  others  with  that  deadly  weapon  ?  (Rather  an  unexpected  inqui- 
ry.) I  have  heard  much  of  heresies  in  the  Church ;  will  you,  learned 
Sir,  have  the  goodness  to  inform  me  with  whom  they  have  for  the  most 
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$art  originated  ?  (The  Rev'd  Rector  must  confess  that  they  have  been 
mainly  occasioned  by  the  -corrupt  portion  of  the  Clergy.)  If  they  are 
imputable  to  your  order,  then  permit  us  common  people  to  reciprocate 
your  solicitude,  and  if  you  are  so  kind  as  to  remove  this  work  from  our 
houses  we  will  do  you  the  favour  to  displace  it  from  your  studies  and 
your  pulpits, — or  rather  let  us  meet  and  devise  some  plan  of  getting  rid 
of  it  altogether.  Let  us  delegate  some  of  each  order  to  take  it  and  re- 
spectfully hand  it  back  to  God,  with  a  request  that  he  would  hide  it 
forever  from  his  creation,  for  that  experience  has  taught  us  that  it  has 
not  answered  the  purpose  for  which  heaven  no  doubt  designed  it;  it  has 
proved  '*  a  poison  rather  than  a  remedy  to  mankind." 

But  we  must  prepare  to  part  with  our  edifying  Lecturer.  We  have 
given  our  readers  a  specimen  of  his  sentiments,  phraseology  and  argu- 
mentation about  things  in  general,  and  himself  in  particular."  If  wc 
have  been  so  unfortunate  as  to  mistake  his  expressions,  we  shall  be  glad 
to  have  them  corrected.  If  he  deems  it  proper  to  recede  from  his  state- 
ments, none  will  be  more  happy  to  hear  his  confessions  than  his  hum- 
ble reviewer. 

In  closing  this  article,  already  protracted  far  beyond  our  original 
intention,  we  would  observe,  what  every  reader  must  notice,  that  it  was 
not  designed  to  enter  into  the  merits  of  the  extended  and  exhausted 
controversy  between  Protestant  churches  and  the  church  of  Rome.  Our 
business  has  been  with  the  Lecturer  so  often  alluded  to,  and  with  him, 
not  because  he  holds  the  dogmas  of  his  own  church,  but  because  in  his 
zeal  to  uphold  them,  he  has  unnecessarily  travelled  out  of  what  we  con- 
ceive to  be  the  course  of  his  duty,  and  that  in  a  manner  calculated  to 
outrage  the  feelings  of  other  communions  and  to  produce  alienation  and 
dissentions  in  a  community  which  have  hitherto  been  satisfied  to  differ 
honestly  among  themselves.  We  are  happy  to  say,  that  the  unhallowed 
hand  of  bigotry  has  not  heretofore  traced  any  line  of  unpleasant  dis- 
tinction in  reference  to  our  social  intercourse.  But  if  such  sentiments 
and  expressions  as  those  on  which  we  have  animadverted,  continue  to 
fall  on  the  ears  of  the  people,  and  to  fall  with  the  authority  which  official 
station  lends,  we  cannot  answer  for  the  consequences,  either  in  regard 
to  the  spirit  of  his  own,  or  the  forbearance  of  surrounding  congregations. 
The  amicable  terms  on  which  we  have  lived,  and  been  pleased  to  live, 
must  be  interrupted,  and  our  households,  and  our  circles  of  acquaintance 
will  be  divided  in  feeling  as  well  as  in  faith.  We  are  no  more  disposed 
to  quarrel  with  others  for  differing  with  us  in  religious  opinions,  than 
for  not  resembling  us  in  personal  appearance,  and  we  think  the  Rev'd 
Lecturer  would  be  about  as  justifiable  in  reproaching  us  all  for  not  cor- 
responding with  him  in  physical  dimensions,  as  for  not  being  assimilated 
in  our  religious  views  to  his  opinions.  We  cannot  refrain  from  commend- 
ing to  him  the  praiseworthy  example  of  his  amiable  and  much  lamented 
predecessor.  He  was  no  Ishmaelite  ;  without  yielding  to  any  in  attach- 
ment to  his  church,  and  in  the  faithful  performance  of  his  duties,  lie 
knew  how  to  respect  the  rights  of  conscience  in  others,  and  to  value 
their  fraternal  regard.  He  won  it  effectually,  and  finished  his  course 
amidst  the  affectionate  solicitudes  of  many  to  whom  he  never  ministered. 
Our  fervent  prayer  is  that  a  double  portion  of  his  spirit  may  descend 
upon  his  reverend  successor. 
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